______________PREFACE

purely local use have also tended to observe Library of Congress prac-
tices with such modifications as the local situation might prescribe.
In the absence of any supplementary rules from the American Library
Association between 1908 and 1941, libraries had to formulate their own
rules, relying for guidance chiefly on rules issued occasionally by the
Library of Congress, added to such deductions relating to practice as
could be made from the printed cards as examples.

In 1930, the American Library Association Committee on Cataloging
and Classification, in response to an inquiry from the Association regard-
ing needed publications in the field of cataloging, suggested among other
projects a revised code of cataloging rules as being of first importance.
A subcommittee, the Catalog Code Revision Committee, with Charles
Martel of the Library of Congress as chairman, was appointed to begin
work on a revision. This subcommittee was made an independent com-
mittee of the Association in 1932 "to make necessary revisions in the
A. L. A. Catalog rules with authority to cooperate with the Library Asso-
ciation of Great Britain and with such other national library associations
as it may think appropriate."

The work was actually inaugurated during the years 1930 to 1935.
In this period, cataloging groups studied and discussed the direction
the revision should take, and material pertinent to the revision was as-
sembled. Opinions were sought from members of the profession and a
considerable body of data was collected. This included suggested new
rulings, additional examples to accompany old rules, and numerous
questions which the old Rules did not answer. The Committee met at
annual conferences, and some new rules were promulgated and approved.

Being dependent entirely on voluntary effort, progress was necessarily
slow. This was perhaps not unfortunate as it provided a period of stock
taking, allowed a preliminary investigation of the extent of the project
and some experimentation in its execution. From the evidence before
the Committee, it soon became apparent that dissatisfaction with the
1908 code rested not with its inclusions but rather with its omissions.
The basic rules were on the whole satisfactory but did not meet the
present day needs of the cataloger in the large scholarly or specialized
collection. Expansion was needed rather than change. This was clearly
brought out in a meeting of the New York Regional Group of Catalogers
in April, 1931, under the chairmanship of Minnie E. Sears, where re-
vision needs were discussed.1 It was emphasized further in Mr. Hanson's
address before the Catalog Section at the A. L. A. Conference of 1932.2
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